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DETAILED ACTION 
Specification 

1 . Applicant is reminded of the proper language and format for an abstract of the 
disclosure. 

The abstract should be in narrative form and generally limited to a single 
paragraph on a separate sheet within the range of 50 to 150 words. It is important that 
the abstract not exceed 150 words in length since the space provided for the abstract 
on the computer tape used by the printer is limited. The form and legal phraseology 
often used in patent claims, such as "means" and "said," should be avoided. The 
abstract should describe the disclosure sufficiently to assist readers in deciding whether 
there is a need for consulting the full patent text for details. 

The language should be clear and concise and should not repeat information 
given in the title. It should avoid using phrases which can be implied, such as, "The 
disclosure concerns," "The disclosure defined by this invention," "The disclosure 
describes," etc. 

In this case, the abstract appears to be over the 150 word maximum and also 
includes numerous occurrences of that should be deleted. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 6-8 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
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which applicant regards as the invention. (The term Fig. 3 in the following paragraphs 
refers to the marked-up copy of Figure 3 provided by applicant in the response dated 26 
September 2005). 
Claims 6-8: 

In regards to Claim 6 lines 3-4, the phrase "a stationary blade part having a front 
member and a rear member together defining a support face" is not accurate as will be 
seen in the following paragraphs. The claim only discloses a support face singular 
while Fig. 3 and the specification clearly disclose 2 separate left and right support faces. 
As written, the term support face cannot be interpreted to define both the left and right 
support faces. For clarity in explaining the 1 12 issues, the examiner considers the right 
support face to be the claimed support face. 

In regards to Claim 6 lines 7-8, the phrase "a pair of front and rear stationary 
edges are disposed in said support face and formed in said front member and said rear 
member" is not clear. Using Fig. 3 and remembering the issue from the previous 
paragraph, the claimed support face or right support face only incorporates one of each 
of the rear stationary edge (15a) and the front stationary edge (13a). The claimed 
singular support face does not incorporate edges 16a or 14a as claimed. The 
unclaimed support face or left support face discloses the other two edges but does not 
incorporate edges 15a and 13a. The rear and front stationary members define a left 
support face and a right support face. 

In regards to claim 6 line 12-13, the phrase "a left movable blade part situated 
adjacent to and to the left of said support face" is partially correct. The left movable 
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blade is to the left of the claimed right support face, however, in view of what is meant 
by the term "adjacent" with respect to the right movable member and the support face, 
the left movable blade is not adjacent to the right claimed support face but is adjacent to 
the unclaimed left support face. 

In regards to claim 6 line 15-17, the phrase "a movable edge which is disposed in 
said right movable blade part, and which cooperates with said pair of front stationary 
edges of the support face to cut" is not accurate. Applicant's Fig. 3, clearly discloses 
the front stationary edges as 13a and 14a. It is clear from the specification and the 
Figures that right movable blade part uses its movable edge to cooperate with edges 
13a and 15a, which are one front and one rear stationary edge. Right movable blade 
part is not capable of performing a cutting/shearing function with edge 14a. 

In regards to claim 6 line 18-20, the phrase "a movable edge which is disposed in 
said left movable blade part, and which cooperates with said pair of rear stationary 
edges of the support face to cut" is not accurate. Applicant's Fig. 3, clearly discloses 
the rear stationary edges as 15a and 16a. It is clear from the specification and the 
Figures that left movable blade part uses its movable edge to cooperate with edges 14a 
and 16a, which are one front and one rear stationary edge. Left movable blade part is 
not capable of performing a cutting/shearing function with edge 15a. Also, due to the 
claim only claiming a single support face, which has been interpreted to be on the right 
side of stationary members, the left movable blade part would not be able to perform a 
cutting function since it would only push the work piece off of the claimed right support 
face. 
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Claim 11: 

In regards to Claim 1 1 lines 3-4, the phrase "a stationary blade part having a 
front member and a rear member together defining a support face" is not accurate as 
will be seen in the following paragraphs. The claim only discloses a support face 
singular while Fig. 3 and the specification clearly disclose 2 separate left and right 
support faces. As written, the term support face cannot be interpreted to define both the 
left and right support faces. For clarity in explaining the 1 12 issues, the examiner 
considers the right support face to be the claimed support face. 

In regards to Claim 1 1 lines 7-8, the phrase "a pair of front and rear stationary 
edges are disposed in said support face and formed in said front member and said rear 
member" is not clear. Using Fig. 3 and remembering the issue from the previous 
paragraph, the claimed support face or right support face only incorporates one of each 
of the rear stationary edge (15a) and the front stationary edge (13a). The claimed 
singular support face does not incorporate edges 16a or 14a as claimed. The 
unclaimed support face or left support face discloses the other two edges but does not 
incorporate edges 15a and 13a. The rear and front stationary members define a left 
support face and a right support face. 

In regards to claim 1 1 line 12-13, the phrase "a left movable blade part situated 
adjacent to and to the left of said support face" is partially correct. The left movable 
blade is to the left of the claimed right support face, however, in view of what is meant 
by the term "adjacent" with respect to the right movable member and the support face, 
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the left movable blade is not adjacent to the right claimed support face but is adjacent to 
the unclaimed left support face. 

In regards to claim 1 1 line 15-17, the phrase "a movable edge which is disposed 
in said right movable blade part, and which cooperates with said pair of front stationary 
edges of the support face to cut" is not accurate. Applicant's Fig. 3, clearly discloses 
the front stationary edges as 1 3a and 14a. It is clear from the specification and the 
Figures that right movable blade part uses its movable edge to cooperate with edges 
13a and 15a, which are one front and one rear stationary edge. Right movable blade 
part is not capable of performing a cutting/shearing function with edge 14a. 

In regards to claim 1 1 line 18-20, the phrase "a movable edge which is disposed 
in said left movable blade part, and which cooperates with said pair of rear stationary 
edges of the support face to cut" is not accurate. Applicant's Fig. 3, clearly discloses 
the rear stationary edges as 15a and 16a. It is clear from the specification and the 
Figures that left movable blade part uses its movable edge to cooperate with edges 14a 
and 16a, which are one front and one rear stationary edge. Left movable blade part is 
not capable of performing a cutting/shearing function with edge 15a. Also, due to the 
claim only claiming a single support face, which has been interpreted to be on the right 
side of stationary members, the left movable blade part would not be able to perform a 
cutting function since it would only push the work piece off of the claimed right support 
face. 

Lines 22-28 provide proof that the right and left movable blade parts use a 
respective front and rear stationary blade edge to cut a certain shape. If the right and 
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left movable blade parts used the edges as claimed above it would be using one edge 
for straight cutting and one for miter cutting. 

In regards to claim 1 1 lines 21-22, the phrase "said support face is formed in 
each of the right and left side faces of said front member and rear member" needs to be 
deleted and incorporated earlier in the claim starting at lines 3-4. The first 3 paragraphs 
of the Claim 1 1 rejection has to do with improper claiming of the support face. The 
appropriate left and right side faces subject matter must be incorporated into the claim 
at each of the problem areas. 

In regards to claim 1 1 lines 32-35, the phrase "and with said pair of front and rear 
movable edges on said left movable blade part cooperating with said miter-cutting front 
stationary edges to cut the blade material" should be deleted. First, it creates a lack of 
antecedent basis issues and second, the exact same subject matter is stated on lines 
36-39. 

In regards to claim 1 1 lines 29-30 and 36-37, the phrases "a pair of front and rear 
movable edges are disposed in said right movable blade part" and "a pair of front and 
rear movable edges are disposed in said left movable blade part" is not clear. As 
written, the claim discloses that each movable blade part includes 2 rear movable edges 
and 2 front movable edges. The specification and the Figures only provide support for 
each movable blade part including 1 rear movable edge and 1 front movable edge for 
cutting only. 

Claims 6 and 1 1 have numerous lack of antecedent basis issues. 
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4. It is to be noted that claims 6-8 and 1 1 have not been rejected over prior art. It 
may or may not be readable over the prior art but cannot be determined at this time in 
view of the issues under 35 USC § 112. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 6-8 and 1 1 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jason Prone whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4513. The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30-5:00, Mon - (every other) Fri. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Allan N. Shoap can be reached on (571) 272-4514. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 

4 

For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should j 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




